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Dean A. Audet: 
The meeting was called to order at 9:45 A.M. 


Dr. O'Brien explained that the first item on the agenda was the approval of 
the minutes of the meetings of November 13, 14, and 21, 1975. He pointed 
out that the minutes of the meeting of November 13, 1975, have been 
distributed at today's meeting. 


Prof. Gray noted that under item number 75-12-20 from the minutes of the 
meeting of November 21, 1975, his remarks to the effect that neither 
students nor faculty representation was necessary on the University 
Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee were omitted from the minutes. It was 
agreed that a brief summary of Prof. Gray's remarks be added as a 
correction on page 9 of the minutes of November 21, 1975, as follows: 


"Prof. Gray advised Senate that the report dated May 23, 1974, 
from a Sir George Williams Faculty of Arts Ad Hoc Committee to 
consider the seating of faculty members on certain Senate 
Committees, recommended that no faculty members be seated on 
U.C.C.C. the justification being that 'any undergraduate curriculum 
proposal has to be discussed by the Departmental Curriculum 
Committee, the Departmental Meeting, the Curriculum Planning 
Committee, the Arts Faculty Council, U.C.C.C., and the Senate. 
Faculty members are presently involved at all levels except 
U.C.C.C. and the Ad Hoc Committee considers that faculty input is 
sufficient at the other levels to insure that the faculty viewpoint is not 
over-looked. In that students were likewise represented at all other 
levels, Prof. Gray suggested that there was no need for further 
student or faculty input at the level of U.C.C.C.". 


It was also noted that Mr. Regan's name was mis-spelled in the minutes of 
the meeting of November 21, 1975. 
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IT WAS MOVED BY MR. RENNIE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE MEETINGS OF 
NOVEMBER 13, 14, AND 21, 1975, AS CORRECTED, BE 
APPROVED. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Dr. O'Brien reminded Senate that this meeting had been originally planned 
as an all day meeting, but because of the additional November meeting, the 
agenda is not as heavy as had been expected. Consequently the Steering 
Committee hopes that this will be a half day meeting and will conclude this 
morning. On that basis, the Steering Committee has not made any 
arrangements for lunch to be served in the Cafeteria, but rather, in view of 
the Christmas season, arrangements have been made through the good 
offices of Prof. Bessner, to serve sherry following the adjournment of the 
meeting. 


Dr. O'Brien advised that Dr. Kanasy has resigned to take up a position in 
Ottawa and the process is underway to establish an Advisory Committee to 
look for his successor. The Senate Library Committee has been requested to 
appoint-student and faculty members to this Committee. The Committee will 
also include a Dean and representatives from the Library professional staff. 
Dr. Kanasy has been a member of Senate and it is appropriate for Senate to 
take note of his departure and to thank him for the considerable amount of 
work and effort which he has put into developing the Libraries during his 
term of office as the Concordia Director of Libraries. 


Dr. O'Brien drew attention to the University Budget documents which were 
circulated through a separate mailing to members of Senate. He explained 
that there were four separate documents, two of which relate to the 
operating budget. 


He pointed out that there was an audited statement for last year 
(Doc.-US-75-13-D2) and he explained that last year was the year in which 
the Concordia statements became for the first time a combination of Sir 
George Williams and Loyola. In the process of amalgamating the statements 
of the two previous institutions a considerable number of accounting 
adjustments were necessary. Most of these adjustments tend to run in the 
direction of reducing the operating deficit for last year. The very substantial 
reduction in the apparent deficit is in part real. There were certain increases 
in Government grants and certain savings in expenditures which reduced the 
deficit. However, the bulk of the reductions is more apparent than real and it 
is the result of accounting adjustments in combining the balance sheets from 
Sir George Williams and Loyola. 


A second document (Doc-US-75-13-D1) which has been circulated is the 
"Capital Budget". This contains the annual expenditures for equipment, for 
refurbishing, re-building and for making changes in the building operations. 
Dr. O'Brien pointed out that contrary to what is continuously stated about 
the "Operating Budget", the Capital grants are given on a comparable basis 
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with other Quebec Universities. We have no case for claiming that we are 
underfunded in this area relative to other Universities. 


Dr. O'Brien explained that there were two documents relating to the 
"Operating Budget". One, a single page summary (Doc.-US-75-13-D3) and 
the other, a much more detailed report (Doc. -US-75-13-D4). He explained 
that the "Summary" shows us operating at a total budget of 43 million dollar 
and ending up with a 31, million dollar deficit. This deficit is a true 
reflection of our financial position at the present time. It is hoped that the 
Government will increase the grants, thereby reducing the deficit figure 
substantially. 


He advised that two areas of adjustment are now under study. One is the 
costs of merger, and some of the expenditures which are included in the 
budget would be recoverable in terms of adjustments to the grants. The 
Department of Education has also undertaken to make adjustments for all 
Universities to finance the general salary levels which the Universities 
ended up paying as a result of the Civil Service settlement a few years ago. 


Dr. O'Brien explained that while the 3-41 million dollar figure is a real one 
at this stage, the rest of the figures are misleading in the sense that the 43 
million level of expenditure does not include the bulk of the salary increases 
that have been or will be given for 1975/76. The table has been constructed 
in such a way that the expectation is that the additional expenditures that will 
have to be written in for salaries on the expenditure side, will be 
counter-balanced by additional off-setting grants to be written in on the 
revenue side. The deficit figure at the end of it all should remain the same 
until other grant adjustments are received. Document number US-75-13-D4 
provides details about the improvements in the Concordia operations that 
were authorized this year and which form a part of our budget deficit. 


In response to a question as to whether or not second year level Engineering 
courses would be offered on the Loyola Campus in 1976/77, it was 
reported that this is still under consideration and no decision has been taken 
as yet on the matter. It was suggested that an expression of concern that 
students should be consulted before a decision is taken, be conveyed to 
whoever is dealing with the matter in the Engineering Faculty. 


Concerning the Academic Budget, Dr. O'Brien advised that he would have 
preferred to have presented the table broken down by Faculties, however, 
the division of the academic budget was not far enough advanced at the 
stage when this particular operation was taking place to have provided such 
a breakdown. It is now much more advanced and perhaps even completed, 
so that it would be possible to provide that sort of a breakdown which 
should be done and made available to Senators at a later date. 


In response to a question, Dr. O'Brien advised that the possibility of 
Concordia becoming an English language component of the University of 
Quebec is not a serious possibility at the present time. 
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Concerning salary increases, it was explained that the professors have a 
settlement with the University which contains an "X" amount to be filled in 
later when the grants are known. A review is presently underway for the 
non-unionized support staff and it is expected that a further announcement 
on salaries will very shortly be made. 


With respect to the state of negotiations with the Library staff, Dr. O'Brien 
advised that one should refer to the regular report which is put out by the 
University. Basically the internal negotiations on the non-monetary aspects 
are proceeding at a reasonable pace. The monetary matters are dealt with at 
the sectoral table where not very much activity has been going on. This is an 
area which is largely out of our hands. 


Concerning the possibility of having responsible persons available to 
respond to questions which arise during the Question Period so that it is not 
always the Rector who must answer the questions, it was suggested that 
this might be referred to the Steering Committee for consideration. 


It was reported that the Faculty of Commerce and Administration was on 
schedule for planned changes during the two year transition period 
following the merger, and also that the Faculty Council will be 
recommending to the Senate and the Board of Governors that voting 
privileges be extended to the Registrar's representative and representative of 
the Librarian who do not have this privilege at the present time on the 
Commerce and Administration Faculty Council. 


The Engineering Faculty Council has dealt with the Masters programme in 
Building Engineering which has been forwarded to the Board of Graduate 
Studies and hopefully will be submitted to Senate for the January 1976 
meeting of Senate. 


The Sir George Williams Arts Faculty has noted that evidence in Canada 
and the United States indicates that the average mark has moved from the 
"C" to the "B" range and a number of requirements have not adapted to this 
inflation. There should be a review of the "distinction" awards and the 
Honours requirements so that these are not devaluated, The S.G.W. Arts 
Faculty will be turning its attention to this during the next term. 


It was reported that a committee has been struck to look into the Health 
Education programme in the Loyola Faculty of Arts and Science and 
hopefully a report with concrete recommendations will be available in the 
second term for study by the Loyola Arts and Science Faculty Council and 
Senate. 


The Board of Graduate Studies has set up a Task Force on the Grading 
System at the Graduate level and a report is expected in February 1976. The 
Computer Science Committee has reported on the Ph.D. programme in 
Computer Science. This report is now with the Board of Graduate Studies 
and it is hoped that this will reach Senate in February 1976. 
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It was also reported that the Engineering Faculty Council discussed a 
document on the organizational structures around research, which will be 
revised in the light of that discussion and should be available to interested 
Senators in January or February 1976. 


It was reported that U.C.C.C. has set up a Calendar Sub-Committee; that a 
study is underway on slot courses; that the Committee intends to look at 
pre-requisites, particularly in terms of the warning necessary to give 
students when pre-requisites are changed; that U.C.C.C. will be looking in 
to guidelines for the review of undergraduate Certificate programmes, the 
course numbering system, and the role of "Minors" in the academic 
programme. 


Dr. O'Brien reported that the membership of the Priorities and Resource 
Allocation Committee has largely been appointed and he trusted that the 
Committee could now get organized and begin its work in the second term. 


It was explained that there was a report from the Fellowship, Scholarship 
and Awards Policy Committee, which was previously tabled at Senate and 
clarification work is being done on the report which will eventually come 
back to Senate. 


Prof. Whitelaw reminded Senate that CLESEC has set up a special working 
group which will attempt to establish a standard profile or separate profiles 
for pure and applied Science programmes. 


Concerning the Graduate Curriculum Changes, 1976/77, Dr. O'Brien 
explained that these typically come to Senate in the month of December and 
were contained in Document US-75-13-D11. 


Dean Despland explained that the major curriculum changes to Graduate 
programmes have been approved by the various Faculty Councils and the 
Board of Graduate Studies. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN DESPLAND, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT THE MODIFICATIONS TO GRADUATE 
PROGRAMMES FOR 1976/77 (DOC.US-75-13-D11) BE APPROVED. 


Dean Despland pointed out that the package did not contain new 
programmes but rather updating of the content or structures of existing 
programmes to respond to new needs at the Graduate level. He also advised 
that further curriculum changes for 1976/77 are on the agenda for the 
January 1976 meeting of B.G.S. and if approved, would then be forwarded 
to Senate. 


Prof. Whitelaw explained that the mandate of the Curriculum Co-ordinating 
Committee is to examine curriculum changes at all levels including the 
Graduate level and the Committee sees its function mainly as checking on 
matters of co-ordination between Faculties and in some cases a vertical 
co-ordination between Graduate and Undergraduate programmes. The 
Committee was not about to duplicate the review of content of the changes, 


which has been carried out by the Board of Graduate Studies. Also, in view 
of the fact that the old Priorities and Resource Allocation Committee which 
reviewed the financial implications of curriculum changes from year to year 
no longer exists, the Committee would like to work out, with the agreement 
of the Dean of Graduate Studies, an appropriate role for U.C.C.C. in this 
area. 


There were no recommendations from the Curriculum Co-ordinating 
Committee to modify the curriculum changes proposed in Document 
US-75-13-D11. 


It was explained that the curriculum changes, if approved, would be 
implemented next Fall and the course changes would affect currently 
registered students who might still be attending the University at that time. 


It was pointed out that the major modifications to the Judaic Studies 
programme were not approved by B.G.S. and should not be included in the 
document. 


It was agreed that the motion be changed to read as follows: 


"THAT THE MODIFICATIONS TO GRADUATE PROGRAMMES FOR 
1976/77, (DOC-US-13-D11), EXCLUDING THE SECTION ON JUDAIC 
STUDIES, BE APPROVED". 


In response to a question concerning the absence of changes in Religion 
courses, it was explained that these were "minor" changes and do not 
require Senate approval. 


The omission of cost factors from the document was noted and questioned 
and it was explained that it was difficult to have hard and tight rules to flag 
those cases where there will be a cost factor. In the past, the Board of 
Graduate Studies has not sought to grasp for itself the role of allocation of 
resources. B.G.S. is an academic board that examines the quality and 
academic value of proposed changes. 


Dr. O'Brien pointed out that where there are obvious cost factors involved 
which are more than trivial, and which result from a change in the structure 
of a programme which makes the programme more expensive to operate for 
the same number of students who are already in the programme, it is the 
responsibility of the development process along the line to alert either the 
Faculty Dean, Senate, or some appropriate committee, to that fact. He stated 
that he has not been alerted to any cost factors of that kind concerning the 
proposed changes (Doc.-US-75-13-D11) and therefore, in so far as 
resource allocation is concerned, he presumes that the departments are able 
to absorb any implications there may be within the resources they already 
have or will have as a result of an enrolment increase, if that happens to be a 
relevant factor The University will not allocate additional funds to anybody 
as a result of what is being proposed in the document. 


Senate was advised that the Engineering proposal to admit students to 
full-time studies in the Master of Engineering programme will require 
additional space. 


It was argued that the University is facing a deficit, there is a question of 
priorities, and the least that Senate should expect before voting on the 
proposals is a list of the resources required by the various departments in 
order to implement their proposals. 


It was suggested that, in accordance with the constitution of Senate, Senate 
was being asked to give final academic approval for academic proposals and 
that the judgement that Senate is called upon to express is really one of 
certifying the academic quality and appropriateness of the proposals. Strictly 
speaking, while there may be resource implications, at most, they are of 
marginal importance in this debate. It was also stated that academic approval 
by Senate does not guarantee any particular pattern of implementation. 


It was argued that according to items number | and 9 of the Constitution of 
Senate, if Senate wishes to function as a Senate, it should function in these 
areas on academic priorities. 


It was suggested that Senate should address itself to the academic content of 
the programmes, have the programmes approved, and at the appropriate 
time discuss how and to what extent these programmes should be 
implemented. 


It was argued that if it was felt that there is a weakness in the system, this 
should be dealt with through specific proposals to the Steering Committee 
and that it was wrong at this point to refuse programmes because our 
system may be faulty. Dr. O'Brien advised that it would be almost 
impossible for many departments to make rational estimates for the more 
complex changes. This is especially true where space implications are 
concerned. In the next round of curriculum changes. Dr. O'Brien would 
like to try and see if we could make some cost estimates, at the University 
level, which would provide Senate with better information than we now 
have. One of the difficulties in doing this is the time factor, because unless 
someone at the University level is informed by a department or faculty that a 
change is being proposed that has cost implications that are more than 
trivial, there is no time to make such studies before the proposal reaches 
Senate. Alternatively, this would cause even longer delays in the process of 
curriculum change and all the complaints at the moment are that the process 
is already unduly long. 


Concern was expressed over the proposed modifications to the Diploma in 
Communication Arts programme (Doc. -US-75-13-D11) it being questioned 
whether the proposal to change Communication Arts 513 into four separate 
course numbers was appropriate before the report from the Task Force on 
Film has been received by Senate. It was argued that approval of this 
change at the Diploma level could be taken as an implicit approval by Senate 
to allow the same thing to take place for the equivalent courses at the 
Undergraduate level. It was also argued that one of the proposed courses in 
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Cinema from the Fine Arts Faculty which was not approved by Senate and 
was referred to the Task Force on Film, is closely or directly analogous to 
the situation of this proposed change. 


It was explained that the reason for the change was simply to resolve an 
accounting problem in that the part-time students, including Diploma 
students, cannot use the -01-02-03, etc., course section numbers as listed in 
the University Calendar, but rather, on the Loyola Campus, part-time 
students-must use course section numbers beginning with -51-52, etc. It 
was emphasized that absolutely nothing concerning content of course is 
being changed, the actual detail is given in the Undergraduate Calendar, and 
this is purely a book-keeping change. 


It was suggested that the matter might be resolved on the basis of 
assurances that the proposed change in Communication Arts is an explicit 
recommendation of an already existing practice and the approval of the 
change is without prejudice to any recommendations which the Task Force 
on Film may ultimately make. 


It was reported the B.G.S. had absolutely no hesitation that this change was 
only a matter of course numbers. B.G.S. specifically requested more 
detailed course descriptions on Cinema 1, 11, 111, and V. The assurances 
mentioned above would meet the concerns of B.G.S. should something 
come up under the more detailed course descriptions which would run 
against the spirit of the establishment of the Task Force on Film. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AS CHANGED AND WAS CARRIED 
Prof. Bessner asked that his abstention be recorded. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. CHAMBERS, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT PROFESSORS D. CHARLTON, R. WILLS, AND 
G.D. XISTRIS, BE APPOINTED TO THE S.G.W. UNIVERSITY 
COUNCIL ON STUDENT LIFE (DOC.- US-75-13-D5). 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. RENNIE, SECONDED BY MR. CHAMBERS, 
THAT MR. STEFANOS VAVALIDIS BE APPOINTED TO THE 
COMMITTEE ON PRIORITIES AND RESOURCE ALLOCATION 
COMMITTEE (DOC.-US-75-13-D6), FOR THE ACADEMIC YEAR 
1975/76. 


- THE MOTION WAS CARRIED -. 


Concerning the report from U.C.C.C. on the Mandate and Composition of 
the Senate Task Force on Commerce and Administration courses 
(Doc.-US-75-13-D12), Prof. McEvenue advised that Dean Breen, who had 
to leave the Senate meeting, expressed the view that the membership should 
be smaller than that outlined under section (a) on page two of the document. 


Dean Breen's recommendation was that the Committee should only consist 
of the Vice-Rector, Academic, and the Assistant Deans (Curriculum) of the 
S.G.W. Faculty of Arts, Loyola Faculty of Arts and Science, S.G.W. 
Faculty of Science, Concordia Faculty of Commerce and Administration, 
and the Concordia Faculty of Engineering. Representatives from the various 
departments should be invited for information purposes but not be part of 
the Task Force. Dean Breen felt, from his own experience, that the 
questions under discussion are so minute and technical that a large group of 
people would just not be able to come to grips with the realities of the 
problems. 


Support was voiced for Dean Breen's recommendation, it being argued that 
any reading of the proposed mandate shows that it is a question of sitting 
down, putting course descriptions side by side, for comparison purposes, 
getting expert advice and coming to a technical decision. What is wanted is 
the smallest number of people, competent to do a technical job as quickly 
and as efficiently as possible. 


Concerning the mandate of the Task Force, the feeling was expressed that 
the understanding was that the Task Force would deal with existing courses 
and not with the new submission and the expectation was that if there are 
courses which overlap, the students would be allowed to take either one or 
the other. 


Dr. O'Brien advised that he would take it that there is a certain agreement 
that the mandate of the Committee is to end up with a list of courses which 
will be cross listed because they are substantially similar. With respect to the 
question of professors from one faculty teaching courses in another faculty, 
this is outside the mandate of the Task Force as it is presented in the 
document (US-75-13-D12). 


It was explained that the Task Force was to report its findings to Senate and 
the mandate did not include provision for the Task Force to recommend the 
cancellation of a course where it was decided that certain courses were 
equivalent. The question of the cancellation of a course or courses could be 
raised when the list of equivalent courses is presented at Senate. 


It was understood that the mandate of the Task Force was to provide Senate 
with information, at which stage, the possibility of a wider ranging debate 
on relationship of curriculum, priorities and resources, might take place. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. RENNIE, SECONDED BY DEAN 
VERSCHINGEL, THAT THE MANDATE OF THE SENATE TASK 
FORCE ON COMMERCE AND ADMINISTRATION COURSES AS 
RECOMMENDED BY U.C.C.C. (DOC. -US-75-13-D12) BE 
APPROVED. 


It was reported that any differences which may have existed between 
Computer Science courses and Quantitative Methods courses have been 
resolved in the Computer Science Committee. 
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AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CALLAGHAN, 
SECONDED BY PROF. OSMAN, THAT ALL REFERENCE TO THE 
ENGINEERING FACULTY AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, BE 
EXCLUDED FROM THE MANDATE. 


- THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED -. 


- THE ORIGINAL MOTION WAS VOTED ON AS AMENDED AND 
WAS CARRIED -. 


Concerning the composition of the Task Force on Commerce and 
Administration Courses (Doc. US-75-13-D12), Dr. O'Brien presumed that 
the Faculty of Engineering would now be removed from the membership of 
the Task Force that Senate ends up with. 


In response to a question concerning provision for input from Economics 
Programmes to the Task Force, it was explained that one of the models 
suggested was to have departmental representatives on the Committee. The 
problem with this was that the Task Force would end up with too many 
people on it. 


The mechanism for selecting the two faculty members suggested in the 
proposal (Doc..- US-75-13-D12) would be that names would be submitted 
by the various departments concerned, as listed in the mandate, and Vice- 
Rector would chose people in such a way as to ensure a balanced 
committee, keeping in mind, that, for example, there may be Assistant 
Deans who are economists. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT THE SENATE TASK FORCE ON COMMERCE 
AND ADMINISTRATION COURSES, CONSIST OF THE 
VICE-RECTOR, ACADEMIC (CHAIRMAN) AND THE ASSISTANT 
DEANS (CURRICULUM) OF THE S.G.W. FACULTY OF ARTS, THE 
LOYOLA FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE, THE S.G.W. 
FACULTY OF SCIENCE, AND THE CONCORDIA FACULTY OF 
COMMERCE AND ADMINISTRATION. 


An amendment was moved by Mr. McBride, seconded by Dean 
Verschingel, that the following sentence by added to the motion: 


THE MEMBERS OF THE TASK FORCE ARE RESPONSIBLE TO 
CONSULT WITH TIM DEPARTMENTS CONCERNED. 


- THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


Senate was reminded that the basic reason why the Task Force was struck 
was to make technical, rather than political, decisions and the feeling was 
expressed that the four Assistant Deans, regardless of their field of 
expertise, might find when they attempt to resolve the problems of this 
nature that the outcome may be a political compromise rather than a technical 
decision. 
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The feeling was also expressed that while the amendment provides some 
protection for ensuring consultation with the concerned departments, there 
is a lot of merit in the U.C.C.C. proposal (Doc.-US-75-13-D12), which, in 
fact, legislates that the involved departments and faculty members who 
know the subject matter, should be part of the Committee. 


It was argued that experience has shown that faculty members, who are 
already overburdened with committees, would be more willing to attend 
specific meetings of the Task Force if invited to do so as experts in given 
areas, rather than to be obliged to attend all meetings as members of the 
Task Force. 


It was also argued that the Committee was a technical one, that there is no 
reason why it would become political, and the amendment ensures that the 
experts will be invited to the meetings to discuss the issues as they arise. 


THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AS AMENDED, AND WAS CARRIED. 


Concerning the recommendation on Undergraduate Programme Structures 
(Doc.-US-75-8-D7), Prof. Whitelaw explained that the document has been 
around since last September, that minor ambiguities in the wording have 
been pointed out and he would prefer to have a revised text for the next 
Senate meeting rather than to attempt to amend the present text at this 
meeting. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WHITELAW, SECONDED BY DEAN 
CALLAGHAN, THAT THE RECOMMENDATION ON 
UNDERGRADUATE PROGRAMME STRUCTURES 
(DOC.-US-75-8-D7) BE TABLED UNTIL THE NEXT SENATE 
MEETING. 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CALLAGHAN, SECONDED BY PROF. 
SHULMAN, THAT SENATE RECOMMENDS THAT THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS EXTEND, -TO THE END OF 1975/76, THE RIGHT OF 
THE MEMBERS OF THE LOYOLA COMPUTER SCIENCE FACULTY 
TO ELECT ONE REPRESENTATIVE TO THE COMPUTER SCIENCE 
COMMITTEE OF SENATE. THE PRESENT COMPOSITION LIMITS 
THIS RIGHT TO THE PERIOD 1974/75. (DOC.-US-75-12-D4). 


Mr. Chambers gave notice of motion that the student senators would be 
presenting a motion to the Steering Committee in January 1976, to enlarge 
the student membership of the Computer Science Committee. 


It was pointed out that there was a position on the Computer Science 
Committee for a student member and the Committee has not been able, over 
a period of three years, to get a person to serve in that position. 
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It was pointed out that the difficulty seems to be that the Undergraduate 
Engineering Students’ Association has not been informed as to how the 
student is to be appointed to the Computer Science Committee. However, it 
was stated that the Chairman of the Department at the request of the 
Committee, has, on two or three occasions taken the matter up with the 
undergraduate students without success up to this point. 


It was suggested that Mr. Chambers and Dean Callaghan should get 
together to compare notes before any motions on the matter are debated at 
Senate. 


Senate was advised that a proposal for a Ph.D. programme in Computer 
Science which is now before B.G.S. mentions the presence of "a soon to be 
resolved situation in Computer Science in the Concordia context". The 
feeling was expressed that such a paragraph in the dossier is weakening the 
credibility of the undertaking. 


It was announced that the report from the Task Force on Computer Science 
is in some late stages of completion and hopefully will be completed in the 
next meeting of the Task Force. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED -. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. REGAN, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT THE ANNUAL REPORT ON THE CONTINUING 
EDUCATION DIVISION, SIR GEORGE WILLIAMS CAMPUS, FOR 
1974/75, BE RECEIVED AND TABLED FOR INFORMATION 
(DOC.-US-75-12-D5). 


- MOTION CARRIED -. 


Dr. O'Brien explained that the document from the Steering Committee on 
Fine Arts representation on the S.G.W. Arts and Loyola Arts and Science 
Faculty Councils (Doc.-US-75-13-D10), was prepared to put the 
recommendations which have been received, in a more technical context. 
The first inserted section in the document contains a formal motion which 
would provide the membership which is recommended in a way which is 
parallel to what exists for the reciprocal representation of Arts faculty 
members on the Fine Arts Faculty Council. 


The resolutions from the Faculty Councils are rather general in their 
wording and this may or may not be what is contemplated or what Senate 
wishes to do. Consequently, the document (Doc.-US-75-13-D10) contains 
a second and much more general resolution, complete with blanks which 
must be filled in. 


The document is being presented by the Steering Committee simply to 
provide a structure on which Senate could pass resolutions which would 
then have to go to the Board of Governors for final approval. 


75-13-15 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. RENNIE, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT SENATE RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS THAT COUNCIL MEMBERSHIP BE CHANGED AS 
FOLLOWS: (DOC.-US-75-13-D10): 


S.G.W. FACULTY OF ARTS - ADD: 


1 MEMBER (NON-VOTING) FROM THE UNIVERSITY 
FACULTY OF FINE ARTS, APPOINTED BY THE 
COUNCIL OF TEE UNIVERSITY FACULTY OF FINE 
ARTS; 


LOYOLA FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE - ADD: 


1 MEMBER FROM THE UNIVERSITY FACULTY OF 
FINE ARTS, APPOINTED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE 
UNIVERSITY FACULTY OF FINE ARTS. 


Concerning a question on the recommended "non-voting" status of the 
member to be appointed to the S.G.W. Arts Faculty Council, it was 
explained that the SGW Art's Faculty Council had a rational structure which 
was expressed -through the voting composition and from time to time 
members have been added from other constituencies. The concern was that 
such members, if granted voting privileges, could distort the structure that is 
explicit in the original composition of the Council. 


Concerning the status of the reciprocal representatives between the Loyola 
Arts and Science and the $.G.W. Arts Councils, it was suggested that the 
Secretary of Senate contact the Chairmen of the two Councils involved to 

determine what resolutions were passed and which could then be brought 
forward on the Senate agenda. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED -. 


The meeting was adjourned. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate. 


